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Hard  Rock  Mining  Subcomm.  Meets 

On  Hay  Sth  and  6th  the  EQC  Hard-Rock  nining  Siibcomitteo,  chaired 
bv  Rep.  Drive  Brown,  held  a  series  of  neetings  in  Butte  and  l^Jhitehall. 
On  the  5th  tlio  subccmittee  reviev^f.-d  HP  718,  the  Hard-Roclc  Mj.ring  Inpact 
Act  passed  last  session.  There  have  been  general  v/eaknessos  identified 
in  the  lav;  ^^.ihich  mav  require  sorte  nodificatj.ons. 

One  apparent  flaw  is  the  inabilit\'  to  aiiend  an  econanic  impact  plan 
after  it  has  been  anpro^/ed  by  the  Hard-Pock  f lining  Impact  Board.  Before 
mining  may  comence,  an  irpact  nlan  must  ?x;  prepared  by  large  scale 
mineral  developers  for  the  purpose  of  assessing  crnd  mitigating  the 
social  and  economic  inp^icts  the  proposed  activity  will  have  on  local 
government  units.  If  circumstances  should  ch£mge  and/f^r  assessments  ore 
inaccurate,  the  plan  nay  result  in  unfair  treatment  of  eitJier  the 
mineral  de^7eloper  or  a  100?.].  gov^emmont.  A  provision  for  ar.ending  an 
impact  plan  vrould  minimize  this  problem.  Another  issue  considered,  by 
the  subcamittee  is  the  tax  prepayment  provision  and  whether  mineral 
developers  x^v  rely  on  its  use  when  not  specifically  requested  to  do  so 
by  the  County  Ccmissioners  of  the  impact  area. 

The  subcomittee  participated  in  a  tour  of  the  /maconda  Conpcuiv's 
mining  operation  in  Butte  on  Fev  5  th.  Tiator  that  evening,  the 
subcrmittee  began  reviev/ing  proposals  from  consultants  who  responded  to 
a  request  for  proposal  to  assist  the  BOC  in  analvzing  the  costs  and 
benefits  of  increased  mining  activity  in  the  state.  The  subcomittee 
dolaved  selecting  a  consultant  until  it  could  fullv  review  the 
proposals.  The  final  decision  will  be  imde  June  9. 

On  the  morning  of  May  6th  the  subcomrTdttee  looked  at  information 
frm  the  U.  S.  Rvireau  of  [lines  on  the  taxation  of  the  hard-rock  mining 
industrs'  in  the  'vestom  states.  Although  the  information  is 
preliminary/,  the  Bureau  of  Mines  dz-^ta  will  help  the  si±>corTilttoe 


understand  tlie  conparative  tax  burden  the  hard-rock  industry  experiences 
in  the  western  states. 

In  tile  afternoon  of  the  6th,  the  subconnittee  solicited  comments 
and  opinions  from  Whitehall  area  residents  at  a  public  luncheon.  The 
Placer  Amex  Company  is  developing  a  gold  and  silver  mine  near  \«)hitehall 
that  will  have  significant  impact  on  the  local  ccmnunity.  Whitehall 
residents  attending  the  luncheon  indicated  the  impacts  would  be  greatly 
beneficial  and  were  welcomed  by  the  community.  I^st  people  urged  the 
Legislatiire  to  avoid  increasing  taxes  on  the  mining  industry,  since  that 
might  discourage  Placer  Amex  fron  proceeding  with  its  planned 
development.  One  individual  cormented  that  the  Legislature  should 
consider  a  reasonable  severance  tax  because  ore  deposits  are 
exhaustible,  and  there  will  come  a  time  when  the  benefits  decrease  and 
social  and  econcmic  costs  to  the  local  ccnimunity  increase. 

The  next  Hard-Rock  Mining  Subcoimittee  meeting  will  be  June  10  and 
11  in  Troy  and  Libbv.  At  that  tijme,  the  subcormittee  will  focus  on 
modifications  to  HB  718. 


PSD  Recommendation  Made 


At  the  March  BQC  meeting  in  Helena,  the  staff  presented  information 
on  rules  proposed  by  the  Air  Quality  Bureau  for  implementing  the  state's 
Prevention  of  Significant  Deterioration  (PSD)  program.  The  PSD  concept 
applies  only  to  those  areas  that  already  have  air  that  meets  or  exceeds 
ambient  air  quality  standards. 

The  state  presently  has  a  feKlerally-authorized  PSD  program,  but  the 
state  can  replace  it  with  its  cwn  program,  if  it  adopts  PSD  rules  that 
meet  or  exceed  minimum  federal  criteria.  State  implemention  of  its  own 
PSD  program  is  the  goal  of  the  Air  Quality  Bureau  and  the  Board  of 
Health,  the  body  authorized  to  adopt  such  rules. 

The  concept  of  "baseline  data"  is  the  most  inportant  part  of  a  PSD 
program,  and  it  was  the  focus  of  BQC's  attention  in  March.  The  Board  is 
considering  three  possible  standards  for  baseline  data,  each  of  which 
would  satisfy  the  minimum  federal  requirement.  They  cure  (1)  the  iirpact 
area;  (2)  the  countywide;  and,  (3)  the  statewide  approaches. 

The  statewide  baseline  method  treats  the  entire  state  uniformly. 
With  this  approach,  the  moment  the  first  new  major  source  of  pollution 
applies  for  a  permit,  the  existing  levels  of  pollution,  throughout  the 
state,  becone  the  baselines  that  determine  allowable  limits  for  future 
degradation  of  air  quality.  For  example,  on  June  1  a  major  new  air 
pollution  source  applies  for  a  permit.  The  existing  levels  of  pollution 
on  June  1,  as  they  occur  throughout  the  state,  are  recorded  and  used  as 
the  baseline   for  establishing  limits  on   future  pollution.   To 


each  basellno  \^alue,  an  incremGnt  of  pt^llution  would  be  addod  and  the 
total,  value  would  cx:)n.stitut(^  an  absolute  c:oiliiKj  on  the  qviantjty  of 
pollution  that  would  be  permitted  in  the  future. 

The  second  approach  would  attempt  to  prevent  significant 
deterioration  of  air  quality  on  a  county-by-county  basis.  Using  this 
approach,  the  first  maior  new  source  application  in  a  county  would  set 
the  level  of  pollution  existing  in  the  county  on  that  date  as  the 
baseline  for  that  county.  To  this  existing  level  of  pollution,  an 
increment  would  be  added  and  the  total  ^'■alue  would  constitute  the  amount 
of  air  quality  degradation  that  would  be  permitted  in  that  county  in  the 
future . 

Under  the  impact  area  approach,  only  those  areas  directly  affected 
by  a  major  new  source  of  pollution  would  te  subject  to  PSD  control.  The 
basic  concept  is  the  same  using  this  alternative  as  it  is  in  the  other 
approaches.  The  distinction  is  tliat  the  baseline  date,  triggered  by  a 
permit  application,  establishes  the  baseline  air  quality  level  for  only 
that  area   directly  iirpacted  by  emissions  from  the  new  source. 

Following  discussion  and  debate  on  March  26th,  the  EQC  reconmended 
adoption  of  the  Inpact  Area  approach  and  conveyed  its  reccransndations  to 
the  Board  of  Health.  The  Board  met  in  Helena  on  May  21st  to  consider 
Uie   PSD  rules.  The  Board  deferred  taking  any  action  at  that  time. 

The  Board  concluded  that  additional  time  must  bo  provided  for 
public  camnent  in  light  of  the  corplexity  and  extrene  iiiportance  of  the 
matter.  The  Air  Quality  Bureau  of  the  Departrrent  of  Health  and 
Environmental  Sciences  was  directed  to  conduct  public  meetings  in 
Billings,  Great  Falls,  and  Missoula  during  the  ironth  of  July.  The  Board 
believes  that  these  hearings  will  provide  input  from  the  previously 
silent  citizenry,  before  it  makes  its  decision. 

For  more  information  on  the  scheduling  of  these  meetings  or  on  PSD 
in  general,  contact  Hal  Robbins,  Chief  of  the  Air  Quality  Bureau; 
449-3454. 


New  Rules  for  Alt.  Energy  Loans  &  Grants 

Since  the  March  issue  of  ppCcnments,  the  Alternative  Renewable 
Ene^q^/  Program  has  begun  accepting  and  evaluating  loan  applications. 
The  rjcpartment  of  Natural  Resources  and  Conservation,  which  administers 
the  program,  recently  revised  its  rules  for  alternative  energy  grants 
and  adopted  niles  for  the  new  alternative  energy  loan  program  authorized 
by  the  1981  Legislature. 


The  full  text  of  the  rules  is  available  frnri  tMRC,  but  here  are 
highlights: 

—  the  residency  requiremant  for  applicants  is  eliminated,  but  onlv 
projects  conducted  in-state  will  be  funded; 

—  the  preference  given  to  small-scale  projects  is  eliminated; 

—  the  maximum  single  grant  or  loan  is  10%  of  the  annual 
appropriation  for  the  program; 

—  applicants  must  make  a  matching  contribution  to  their  projects; 

—  projects  to  comrercialize  alternative  energy  will  be  considered 
for  loans  only; 

—  loans  will  be  made  through  financial  institutions  with  the 
department  providing  up  to  90%  and  the  financial  institution  providing 
the  remainder; 

—  the  interest  rate  on  the  state  share  of  any  loan  is  equal  to  the 
Federal  Reserve  Discount  Rate  on  tlie  day  the  loan  closer,  and  must  be  a 
fixed  rate; 

—  the  financial  institution  that  finances  the  non-state  portion  of 
a  loan  for  a  project  sets  its  own  interest  rate,  either  fixed  or 
variable. 

Corment  at  the  public  hearing  on  the  revised  rules  was  generally 
favorable.  Those  submitting  testimony  included-  the  Alternative  Energy 
Resources  Organization  (AERO);  Blue  Sky  Water  Supply  in  Billings;  Dana 
Gunderson  of  Helena;  MultiTech,  Inc.,  Butte;  Rep.  Kathleen  ^fcBride 
(D-Butte) ;  and,  the  Montana  Credit  Unions  Ijeague.  Cnrments  centered 
around  the  role  of  the  Renewable  Energy  Advisory  Council  (REAC)  ,  the 
eligibility  of  contractors  of  the  energv  division  for  grants  and  loans, 
and  the  eligibility  of  nonprofit  organizations  for  loans.  The 
department  has  amendeKi  its  rules  to  respond  to  these  corment s  in  all  but 
one  case:  the  mandatory  creation  of  REAC.  The  department  has  stated  it 
intends  to  continue  relying  on  REAC  for  advice  on  the  program,  but  that 
the  Governor  must  approve  the  creation  of  official  advisory  councils. 

DNRC  will  loan  more  than  $600,000  by  June  30,  1982.  The  department 
received  eighteen  new  proposals  and  six  resubmittals  of  applications 
rejected  in  the  grant  cycle  for  a  total  of  $2,541,785.  DNRC  is  nov/ 
evaluating  the  applications  and  will  make  recomendations  to  the  REAC  in 
June  for  further  review,  DNRC  Director  Leo  Berry  will  make  the  final 
decisions . 

As  part  of  its  oversight  function  mandated  by  the  1981  Legislature, 
EQC  will  continue  to  monitor  the  alternative  energy  grant  and  loan 
programs.  For  more  information,  contact  EQC  or  Van  Jamison  of  the  TWC 
Energy  Division,  449-3940. 


Public  Forum  on  Envir.  Regs  and  Economy  Set 

EQC's  Subccmnittee  on  Environmental  Regulation  and  the  F^onomy, 
chaired  bv  Senator  Gary  liee,  is  continuing  to  develop  a  public  forum  to 
be  held  Monday  and  Tuesday,  October  4  and  5  at  the  Colonial  Inn  in 


Helena.  The  forum,  sponsored  jointly  by  EOC  and  'chie  Interim 
Subconmittee  on  Business,  will  center  on  Montana's  environniental 
regulations  and  their  effect  on  the  economy. 

Forum  participants  will  examine  methods  of  evaluating  costs  and 
benefits  of  environmental  regulations  and  how  environmental  and  economic 
tradeoffs  are  weighed.  Panelists  will  look  at  specific  environmental 
laws  and  options  for  balancing  economic  and  environnenta 1  values. 
Participants  will  also  form  discussion  groups  to  develop  findings  and 
reconmendations . 

Another  segment  of  the  forum  will  explore  the  role  that 
environmental  regulations  play  in  econctnic  decision  making. 

Assisting  the  BQC  Subconmittee  in  planning  the  forum  is  a  Steering 
Committee  with  the  following  members:  Don  Allen,  Montana  Petroleum 
Association;  David  Bohyer,  Legislative  Council;  Buck  Boles,  Montana 
Chamber  of  Catiiierce;  William  Britzius,  Montana  Association  of  Realtors; 
Gary  Buchanan,  Department  of  Cormerce;  Bob  Buzzas,  Trout  Unlimited;  Tern 
Dauiaert,  Environmental  Information  Center;  Mike  Fitzgerald,  Montana 
International  Trade  Comnd.ssion;  Robert  Helding,  Montana  Wood  Products 
Association;  Rep.  Les  Kitselman,  Joint  Subcanmittee  on  Business;  Gary 
Langley,  ^fc)ntana  Mining  Association;  Cary  Lund,  Montana  Audubon  Society; 
Margie  MacDonald,  Northern  Plains  Resource  Council;  Ed  Made j ,  Montana 
Wilderness  Association;  Barbara  Martin,  League  of  Women  Voters;  Mitchell 
Mihailovich,  Montana  State  Building  and  Trades  Council;  James  Mockler, 
Montana  Coal  Council;  Terry  Murphy,  Montana  Farmers  Union;  Jim  Murry, 
AFL-CIO;  VJilbur  Rehmann,  Montana  Wildlife  Federation;  Bob  Robinson, 
DNRC;  Ann  Scott;  Mike  Stephen,  Montana  Association  of  Counties;  Everett 
Shuey,  Montana  Power  Ccrrpany;  and,  Mons  Teigen,  Montana  Stockgrowers . 


EOC  to  Meet 


The  EQC  will  meet  Friday,  June  18  at  9:00  a.m.  in  Room  104  of  the 
Capitol.  The  Council  will  consider  reconmendations  of  the  recent  Ground 
Water  Conference,  and  will  review  the  outline  of  EQC's  annual  report. 

EQC  subccxnmittees  will  report,  on  their  progress.  Plans  for  the 
Forum  on  Environmental  Regulations  and  the  Econcmy  will  be  finalized. 
Representatives  of  the  Triangle  Conservation  District  will  review  their 
program  and  a  funding  proposal  for  it.  The  Council  will  also  discuss 
administrative  business,  such  as  its  finances,  staff,  and  progress  to 
date. 

Following  up  on  issues  discussed  at  EQC's  March  25  and  26  meeting, 
the  staff  will  report  on  the  Board  of  Health's  adoption  of  Prevention  of 
Significant  Deterioration  (PSD)  and  surface  water  non-degradation  rules, 
BPA's  corrpliance  with  the  Siting  Act,  pending  court  action  on  MEPA,  and 
other  business. 

5 


BPA  Must  comply  with  Part  of  State  Act 


The  Bonneville  Power  7\dministration  must  cortply  with  part  of 
Montana's  Maior  Facility  Siting  Act  before  building  a  proposed 
transmission  line  from  Colstrip  Units  3  and  4. 

In  two  U.  S.  District  Court  opinions  issued  earlv  this  year,  Judge 
James  Battin  ruled  that  BPA  must  comply  with  the  substantive  prcr/isions 
of  this  state  law,  but  need  not  fulfill  its  procedural  requirements. 

■Rie  State  Board  of  HealtJi  and  Environmental  Sciences  decided  which 
parts  of  the  Siting  Act  are  substantive  and  vAiich  are  procedural.  The 
Board  i-uled  the  following  parts  are  substantive  sections  that  applv  to 
the  BPA  proiect:  Section  75-20-301 (2) (b)  and  (c)  ,  MCA;  concerning  the 
probable  environmental  impact  of  the  project,  and  alternatives  to  reduce 
the  impact;  Section  75-20-503(2) (3) (4) (5) (6)  and  (7)  ,  MCA,  criteria  for 
evaluating  the  transmission  line,  including  ijmpacts  on  land,  water,  air, 
and  people;  Section  75-30-301(2) (e)  and  (f ) ,  MCA,  which  cover  reviews  of 
transmission  lines  and  ccnpliance  with  local  government  regulations; 
Section  75-30-301(2) (h) ,  MCA,  requiring  a  certificate  be  issued  bv  the 
Board  or  the  Department;  and,  Section  75-20-301(2)  (i) ,  MCA,  encouraging 
the  use  of  public  lands  over  private  lands  whenever  feasible. 

The  Board  conducted  its  first  pioblic  hearing  dealing  with  this 
matter  on  April  30  and  May  1.  The  Board  received  testimony  which  it 
will  use  in  making  a  determination  on  whether  or  not  BPA  is  in 
corrpliance  with  the  substance  of  the  TVct.  Ihe  staff  of  the  Energv 
Division  of  DNRC  is  also  preparing  a  report  for  the  Board  which  among 
other  things  examines  the  relative  costs  and  impacts  of  the  alternate 
routes  for  the  transmission  line  and  appurtenant  substations.  This 
report  will  serve  as  the  basis  for  the  Board's  decision,  vrfiich  is 
expected  to  made  at  a  mr^eting  to  be  held  in  Helena  during  early  June. 

For  more  inf onnation ,  contact  BQC  or  Bob  Robinscn,  DNRC  Energy 
Division,  449-3780, 


Strychnine  Rules  unchanged 


The  Mont£ina  Depcirtment  of  Agriculture  has  decided  not  to  change  the. 
rules  governing  the  use  of  strychnine  for  field  rodent  control.  The 
Pesticide  Mvisory  Council,  which  was  appointed  by  the  Governor  last 
November,  had  reccnmended  adoption  of  new  rules  that  vrnild  have 
prohibited  abo^/e-ground  use  of  strychnine-treated  grain  within  one  mile 
of  any  water  body  used  by  waterfowl  for  nesting.  WitJiin  this  buffer 
zone  strychnine-treated  baits  could  be  placed  inside  burrow  openings. 
This  restriction  had  been  proposed  to  reduce  the  accidental  death  of 
waterfcwl  feeding  on  strychnine-treated  grain. 


The  Department  of  Agriculture  concluded  that  there  was  insufficient 
e\'iden(^e  that  the  rule  changes  would  either  protect  waterfowl  or  control 
field  rodents. 

Instead,  the  department  has  initiated  a  four-point  plan  to 
alleviate  the  problem  of  waterfcwl  poisoning: 

(1)  Public  information  -  the  department  will  inform  the 
agriculture  comunity  of  the  hazards  of  strychnine  to  waterfcwl  and  the 
methods  to  alleviate  the  problem. 

(2)  Applicator  training  -  during  the  pesticide  applicator  training 
sessions,  additional  enphasis  will  be  given  to  methods  to  avoid 
waterfowl  poisoning. 

(3)  Enforcement  -  additional  enphasis  will  be  placed  on 
enforcement  to  document  the  causes  of  waterfcwl  poisoning.  Efforts  will 
be  made  to  inprove  on  previous  enforcement  activity. 

(4)  Studies  -  a  field  studv  will  evaluate  the  effectiveness  of 
down-the-hole  baiting  for  rodent  control  and  for  protection  of 
waterfowl.  Other  studies  will  look  at  the  use  of  different  colored  and 
different  shaped  baits,  the  use  of  bait  stations,  and  alternative 
rodenticides , 

The  department  will  use  any  new  information  frcm  these  studies  to 
inform  applicators  and  to  adjust  rules  if  it  decerns  it  necessary  and 
effective. 


EQC  Reports  on  Ground  water  Conference 


In  April,  nearly  200  individuals  from  across  Montana  and 
neighboring  states  joined  to  consider  a  strategy  for  managing  the 
state's  ground  water  resources.  The  Montana  Ground  Water  Conference, 
sponsored  by  the  Environmental  Quality  Council,  the  Legislature's  Water 
Resources  Oversight  Coirmittee,  and  the  Montana  State  University  Water 
Resources  Research  Center,  was  designed  to  alert  Montanans  to  the  vital 
itrportance  of  this  resource,  and  to  begin  planning  a  groxmd  water 
strategy  for  the  state. 

In  their  opening  remarks.  Senator  Tom  Hager  and  Representative 
Dennis  Iverson  challenged  the  participants  to  take  the  first  steps  in 
planning  a  policy  for  the  future.  During  the  first  sessions, 
hydrologists  illustrated  the  principles  of  ground  water  hydrology  and 
the  special  methods  they  use  to  locate  and  meastire  ground  water 
resources.  Joe  Moreland,  Assistant  District  Chief  of  the  U.  S. 
Geological  Survey  in  Helena,  enphasized  the  critical  need  to  develop  a 
management  policy  which  will  protect  ground  water  quality.  Bill 
Hotchkiss,  U.S.G.S.  hydrologist,  described  areas  of  Montana  where  good 
information  on  ground  water  exists,  but  stressed  the  need  for  continued 
data  collection  to  serve  as  a  basis  for  management  policies. 


Although  ftontana  has  been  blessed  with  large  river  s^'stems,  much  of 
its  surface  water  has  been  fully  appropriated  for  hydroelectric  power, 
municipalities,  irrigation,  and  fish  and  wildlife  habitat.  VJayne 
^^tzel,  a  DNRC  hydrologist,  described  several  areas  of  the  state  where 
ground  water  development  will  be  necessary  to  iteet  future  water  deirands. 
He  enphasized  the  inseparable  nature  of  shallow  ground  water  aquifers 
and  nearby  stream  flews.  He  noted  withdrawal  of  ground  water  in  some 
stream  valleys  will  inevitablv  result  in  depleted  stream  flows, 
ffenagement  strategies  must  be  developed  to  prevent  and  resolve  those 
conflicts. 

Several  speakers  addressed  the  special  problem  areas  where  ground 
water  quality  has  been  altered  or  is  threatened  b^'  contamination. 
Several  speakers  cited  saline  seep  as  the  most  critical  current  ground 
water  problem.  Dr.  Hayden  Ferguson,  Montana  State  University,  describeti 
hew  dry  land  farming  practices  in  regions  east  of  the  mountains  have 
resulted  in  salinization  of  both  soil  and  ground  water.  Although  these 
problems  can  be  prevented  and  eventually  reversed,  it  will  require  long 
term  funding  and  cooperative  efforts  to  change  sorre  present  agricultural 
practices . 

Aside  frcm  saline  seep,  Montana  has  not  experienced  extensive 
ground  water  contamination.  But  the  expanding  development  of  mineral 
resources  ooses  potential  problems  in  many  regions  of  the  state.  Fred 
Shewman,  Department  of  Health  and  Environmental  Sciences,  reported  that 
applications  for  discharge  permits  and  ore  processing  facilities  for 
hard-rock  mining  have  increased  sharply.  This  accelerated  developnent 
places  increasing  demands  on  the  regulatory  agencies. 

Wayne  Van  Voast  of  the  Mont,ana  Btireau  of  Mines  described  the  coal 
beds  of  eastern  Montana  as  the  primary  source  of  water  in  that  region. 
His  studies  of  ground  water  in  coal  beds  show  that  mining  will  cause 
seme  alteration  of  water  quality  but  the  manor  inpacts  will  not  bo  known 
until  further  mine  development  and  water  quality  studies  are  completed. 
Van  Voast  noted  that  the  remaining  studies  are  the  most  critical,  but 
funds  for  these  efforts  are  decreasing. 

Representati\^es  of  industrv  supported  the  ne^ed  for  regulatory 
boards  and  adequate  support  for  regulatorv  field  staff.  John  Calder, 
representing  the  I-lontana  Petroleum  Association,  discussed  the  methods 
used  by  seismic  exploration  and  drilling  crews  to  protect  against  gro\ind 
water  contamination.  He  stressed  the  importance  of  enforcing  protective 
regulations.  Dili  Osborne  of  tJie  Montana  Water  Vfell  Drillers 
/^association  urged  support  for  continuation  of  the  rtintana  Water  Ifell 
Board  and  the  need  for  a  strong  licensing  and  enforcement  program. 

Many  western  states  have  relativelv  complete  ground  water  laws 
which  serve  as  a  basis  for  resolving  conflicts.  However  in  a  review  of 
legal  issues  related  to  ground  water  in  Montana,  Sharon  Morrison,  a 
Helena  attorney,  found  relaturely  few  disputes  have  been  brought  to  the 
Montana  courts  for  resolution.   Ms.  Morrison  explained  a  number  of 
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questions  about  jurisdirtion  over  water  rights  that  have  not  been  tested 
tinder  Montana  law. 

Henrv  Loble,  attomev  and  Qiaimvin  oF  the  Reserved  Water  Rights 
Compact  Commission,  discussed  legal  issues  that  have  arisen  at  the 
federal-state  level  over  federal  and  Indian  reserved  water  rights.  He 
reviewed  the  legal  questions  surrounding  whether  groimd  water  is  a 
reserved  water  right  of  the  federal  government  and  various  Indian 
tribes,  but  he  concluded  that  the  law  on  this  issue  is  uncertain.  Loble 
indicated  that  these  issues  are  often  better  solved  by  negotiation  than 
by  "all  or  nothing"  litigation. 

In  the  final  sessions  of  the  Conference,  Laurence  Siroky,  Chief  of 
the  Water  Rights  Bureau,  reviewe^d  the  current  procedures  for 
administering  ground  water  in  Montana.  He  recomended  that  the  state 
increase  its  efforts  to  inventor^'^  its  ground  water  resources.  He 
indicated  this  information  is  necessary  to  encourage  development  and  to 
identify  critical  areas  for  mcinagement. 

Gary  Fritz,  Administrator  of  the  Water  Resources  Division, 
reiterated  some  of  the  major  questions  posed  by  the  Conference  speakers 
and  made  several  reconmendations  for  future  administration  and 
management  strategies. 

In  the  concluding  session.  Conference  participants  di\dded  into 
groups  to  discuss  their  concerns  about  water  quality,  legal  issues,  and 
management  strategies.  The  groups  then  reported  back  to  the  Conference 
in  a  plenarv  session. 

The  EQC  is  preparing  conference  proceedings,  which  will  summarize 
the  presentations  and  the  conference  reccjimendations .  For  more 
information,  contact  Hcward  Johnson,  EQC,  Capitol  Station,  Helena,  MT 
59620,  449-3742. 


Shot  Hole  Plugging  Rules  Proposed 


On  April  21  the  Montana  Petroleum  Association  Special  Task  Force 
met  in  Great  Falls  to  review  and  adopt  a  final  set  of  proposed  rules  for 
seismic  shot  hole  plugging.  The  Task  Force  is  principally  comprised  of 
representatives  from  the  oil  and  gas  industry  and  Montana  landowner 
associrtions.  The  Task  Force  was  formed  to  develop  standards  and 
procedures  for  shot  hole  plugging  that  will  be  acceptj±)le  to  the  State 
Board  of  Oil  and  Gas  Conservation. 

The  Task  Force  hopes  the  Board  will  adopt  these  rules  and  that  by 
doing  so  the  Legislature  will  not  have  to  beccne  involved  in  the  matter. 
The  Board  is  scheduled  to  meet  on  June  24th  in  Billings  to  consider 
these  rules. 


EIS  Update 


AGENCY 

PROJECT 

DRAFT   EIS 

FINAL   EIS 

COMMENTS 

Highuays 

Hungry  Horse-West  Glacier 
Highwaxi  Project 

9-81 

Due  Summer 

1982 

DNRC 

Kootenai  River  Hydro- 
electric Project 

Due  Early 
1982 

DSL 

Anaconda  Platinum/ 
Paladium  Mine,   Stillwater 
County 

Due  6-82 

DSL 

Consolidation  Coal  CX 
Ranch  Mine,   Biqhorti  County 

Late  1982 

or  Early  1983 

DSL 

Wolf  Mountain  Mine, 

Big  Horn  County 

Late  1982 

or  Early  1983 

DSL 

Montao  Mine, 
Rosebud  County 

May  1982 
Comments  Due 
6-10-82 

DSL 

Western  Energy  Area  C 
Extension,   Rosebud  Mine, 
Rosebud  County 
Area  B  Extension 

Due  June  1982 
Late  1982 

DSL 

Western  Energy  Rosebud 
Mine  Comprehensive  EIS, 
Rosebud  County 

Due  Late  1982 

DOE/BPA 

1982  Rate  Proposal 

April   1982 
Comments  Due 
6-25-82 

DOI/BLM 

Missouri  Breaks  Wilderness 
Suitability 

May   1982 
Comments  Due 
7-26-82 

DOI/BLM 

Wilderness  Planning  for 
Dillon  Resource  Area 

May   1982 
Comments  Due 
7-26-82 

DOT 

Highway  61  Reconstruction 

Jan.    1982 
Comments  Due 
3-31-82 

For  more  information  on  current  projects,   contact  EQC  or  the  lead  agency. 
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EQComments  is  prepared  by  the  Montana  Legislative 
Environmental  Quality  Council  to  keep  you  informed 
of  important  natural  resource  issues  in  the  state. 
Contact  us  at  EQC ,  Caoitol  Station,  Helena,  IfT 
59620/(406)  449-3742.' 
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